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This article, originally published in Christian Orient, 
Kottayam (September, 1986), i s re-printed in book form 
m response to a large demand for copies. 


KAHIvVlv. ^ 
KQTTAYAM-& 


A JARRING NOTE 
MADE MORE JARRING 

—An expose of the Orthodox Syrian statements 
on Pope John Paul II— 


Introduction: 

The Orthodox Syrian church in Kerala, under the Catholicos 
of Kottayam,had the dubious distinction of striking the only jarring 
note during the historic visit of Pope John Paul II to India. * 
Certain parts of the two public statements, made under their auspices 
relating to the Pope and the Catholic Church make painful reading. 
The first of these, which is good in pat ts,was the Address of Welcome 
presented to the Pope during his visit to Kerala, by the Catholicos, 
Mar Thoma Mathews I. THE HINDU and THE INDIAN 
EXPRESS, prominent English dailies in India, had commented 
that this Welcome Address had struck a “jarring” note. They 
had also pointed out that there was an attempt in the Address 
to equate the Catholicos’s own church with the Catholic Church. 
Malayala Manorama, the Malayalam daily, largely responsible 
for the consolidation of the Catholicos party in the Syrian Orthodox 
(Jacobite) Church, had shown commendable wisdom in suppressing 
the offensive passages in the speech of their Catholicos. Certain 
Orthodox publications,such as The Church Weekly and Orthodox 
Voice, too, were critical of the jarring note in this speech. Their 
view was widely shared by many in the Orthodox Syrian church 
as well as outside it. 

The second public statement from the Orthodox Syrian side 
appeared in the March issue of The Star of the East, “an ecumenical 
quarterly published under the editorial responsibilityof Metropolitan 


* The Syrian Orthodox (Jacobite) Church in Kerala is divided into two 
groups under two Catholicoi, one of them appointed by the Patriarch. Their 
combined strength, 1200 parishes and 1,5 million people approximately. 
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Dr. Paulose Gregorios of Delhi.” The editor of the Star of the 
East evidently piqued by the hostile reactions to the Catholicos’s 
speech, wrote an apologia under the title, “The Jarring Note”, 
in tins, however he has not only defended the jarring note''but also 
mounted an unfair attack on the Catholic Church and its head, 

Pope John Paul II. This rather crepitant exercise has made the 
hrst jarring note more jarring. 

The Orthodox Welcome Address to the Pope is widely believed 

Tlw ’ and “°* of Motropolitan Dr.Paulose Gregorios- 

T c cd ortal, too, m the Star of the East must be his own. Both 
carry the signature tune of Dr. Paulose Gregorios, but they 
cannot be dtsmtssed merely as an individual’s idiom of ecumenism 

chie/v'Toixmes " 0 " in u‘ hC SP '“ h of "» Catholics pertains 
cJiierly to expressions such as these - il Tf n T , T 

stealing and prosely.ism We are , L J S ‘° P S ” eeP ~ 

Cnunrii ind nic™ j"L are told that the Second Vatican 

the Orthodox But the- Catlloiic Proselytism among 

methods to draw our peopfe 

the 

are reflected in passages such as ft" " «« Catholic Church 

of St. Thomas is privileged to welcome ft," By VTm’ 

Apostles Peter and Paul. ” i. T . , L successor of the holy 

suffering in the world. Millions no ^ S ° mUCh need En ? 

together to serve these... We should woT^., WC C ° Uid W0 . rk 

earth free from nuclear war ' Sn ,J k t ? gether t0 make tllC 
pu^oses. We can togeibefKi™ * ^ 

only tried to justify the uncalled for accusations^ e t ] lt °r d !i ' ^ ^ 

Welcome Address, but also added some new all/V^ ^ $ 

a personal jibe on Pope John Paul H C f ^ indud '" g 
i cUoir i a.,■«i , * i nese demand an answer, 

l snail deal with them item by item, 

* No belter comment can be made on the 

than the one implied in G.K. Chesterton’s a* ° Smallcr churchcs 

rabbit on his way, looked at him and exclaimed L dcpham - meeting a 
rabbi,, raising himseiton his hind 1 gs, d ™ vi u “ The 

well these days!”, ’ U tee ‘ 1 havc 1101 bEen to ° 
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Sheep-stealing: 

Dr. Paulose Gregorios justifies the jarring note in the 
Welcome Address as a legitimate reaction to the sheep-stealing and 
proselytism by Catholics and the questionable methods used by 
them to draw members of the Orthodox Syrian church, with the 
approval and blessing of the Pope. 


(a) The hrst thing I want to say in answer to this charge 
is that the Orthodox Syrian church, too, is in this business of 
sheep-stealing! There are several instances of this personally 
known to me in Kerala, including a recent one in South Kerala, but 
here 1 shall limit myself to two instances outside Kerala, one in 
Trichinopoly and the other in South Canara, where some Latin 
rite Catholics were received into the Orthodox church. Is the 
question, then, my lord, merely one of numbers? Is the Orthodox 
Syrian Metropolitan worried to death about the fact that while 
there is a steady flow out of his own church (into the Catholic 
Church as well as the Pentecostal groups), there is only a trickle 
coming into it? No, Sir, you have absolutely no moral right to 
complain about other churches in this matter. 


(b) Let us examine the question of proselytism from a broader 
angle. The movement of individuals and groups from one churc i 
to another has always put a strain on the relations between churc res. 
From the time divisions started within the Church, there ave 
been cases of individuals and groups changing over from one enure i 
to another. The churches that lose their members are always 
tempted to impugn the objective rightness of the motives ^ 
even the subjective honesty of the converts. This i 
Dr. Paulose Gregorios is doing when he accuses n 
using doubtful means to wean away the Orthodox. 


(c) No one will justify the conversion of non Chr' 
the change from onechurch to is 

etTcr^n 1 individual 1 has'“right to exercise his God-|tven 

erty to re-think his the Catholic 

convinced that the universal Ctiurcn s 
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Church, however much Christian reality there may be outside her 
and that for Christian unity communion with the See of Rome is 
essential ecclesially, should he not trustfully obey bis conscience f 
If you accept the principle that you should live and die in Xe parti- 
cular religion or ecclesial group in which vrm , P 

we would ,11 have been lL or helthelis! b ° r ”' 

(d) In point of fact, there are m an v«,h n c 

and motives, continue to live in the churches h ^ Wr ° nS reasons 
they happen to be born! They do r ^ heS and S ro ups into which 

afraid of losing the positions of power and ^ 

or worried about insecurity or JL LZ^ 1Cy Cnj ° y ' 

tribe and several other worldly resets Fo ” ^ ^ ° f the 
the Orthodox church in Kerala for “ F eaC1 perSOn leavillS 

at least ten remaining with thcmVorequallv 8 rCaS ° nS ” there wil[ ba 

use of mixed worldly motives 1 It mieht h %Vr ° ng rea sons or beca- 

wbere you are. but it is a 3 S °° d thing 

ought to be. thing to move on to where you 

(e) Now, with an apology a , - 

Dr. Paulose Gregorios, whose fa ml 1^,1 S ' AftCr a "’ 

the Patriarch’s party, felt it was ri h P ,sh llad affiliation with 

the party under the Catholjcos of Kottavam t ^ Change over t0 
reasons and the right motivation for sLh ' ! &m SUre he had Vahd 
right to change be denied to others? t C iange ’ How can th,s 
against those who leave the Orthorinv .i ° an accusin g fi n S e1 ' 
Church and to declare that they are f” d j ° in the CathoIic 

through questionable means or that thev f ° USh ^ hy the Catholics 
Catholics, is unjust, unfair and unchristi^ be [ en .“ stolen ” b >' the 
their own people. Are the Orthodox lav ' “ 15 an msu!t t0 

of the bishops, without authentic person*!*- pr ° perticS 

they no more than dumb sheep put un r- of their own? Are 

H p lor sal e m the market? 

(f) There may be people who become n, • *■ 

through unclear or mixed motives. God will nStmn or CathoIlc 
even right things for wrong reasons,but an indivSmiv 0 ^ Wh ° d ° 
never transparent to another human being ln <i Th . c con!,C!encc ls 
judged by him. Who am I or Metropolitan PauloJr° re cannot be 
in judgement over the motives and conscience of all "j gonos to Slt 
A president of the World Council of C .! ° thCr people? 
“the President of the Immortals”! 25 ,S "*• after al! - 
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II 


Some sources of Orthodox confusion: 


A more profitable excercise for the Orthodox Syrian leaders 
(including Dr. Paulose Gregorios) would be to ask themselves why 
there is a steady exodus from their own church. I shall just touch 
on a few prominent areas where the thinking members of the Ortho¬ 
dox Syrian church might feel that their church’s position is untena¬ 
ble or at least highly embarrassing. 


(a) Take, for instance, the present attitude of the Orthodox 
Syrian church to the primacy of Peter." 1 do not intend going 
|nto the New Testament interpretations of Cullman and others, nor 
do I wish to enter the areas of Church history and the witness Of 
the Fathers. What I wish to affiirm here is simply that Dr. Paulose 
Gregorios and his church just cannot deny Petrine primacy without 
repudiating their own liturgical heritage, sacramentals, common 
prayer, Penkitho and canons of the Syrian tradition. Unless the 
Orthodox Syrian church undertakes a Reform (parallel to that 
of the Mar Thoma church), getting rid of the numerous prayers and 
affirmations undergirding the primacy of Peter, their prayer books 
will contradict their stance and will continue to embarrass every 
thinking member of their church. 


(b) The awkwardness of the Orthodox Syrian position as 
:en accentuated by their recent claim that their Cat ho icos is 
tting on the throne of St. Thomas. In support of this position 
id as a ploy to repudiate the Patriarch’s authority (w o c an 
> be the successor of St. Peter in Antioch), the Ortho °x > ^ 
lurch has started talking about the equality of all P os _ cs 
ie equality of the throne of Thomas to that of Peter. n ^ 
ie Orthodox Syrian church celebrated in a big wa V e f 
irsarv nf thrnnp of the CuthollCOS Q 


* This does not necessarily imply the degree ol Juridical authority u 
lor the Pope. 
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as the Papal representative for these celebrations. Many members 
of the Orthodox church had then asked why a throne that had 
become defunct for over a century- in the Middle East had to be 
set up in Kerala by an ex-Patriarch (that,too, in dubious circumstan¬ 
ces), if the throne of St. Thomas was already here. Obviously 
the throne of St. Thomas was a late afterthought! These questions 
stdl continue to worry many of their people. Their confusion is 
made worse by the occasional asides of certain Catholicos party 
leaders claiming that theirs is an autocephalus church Who gave 
them the authority for this, anyway? There is nothing to show that 
the founding fathers of the Catholicos party (Sri K.C. Mammon 
Mappilai, Mar Dionysius Vattasseril et al)had dreamed of anything 
more than a church following West Syrian traditions, with affilia¬ 
tion to the Patriarch of Antioch, but with full autonomy in ail 
interna 1 affairs. 


(c) A third area of confusion in Orthodox Syrian minds is 
the attitude of their church to the Council of Chalccdon They 
had taken up the anti-Chalcedonian stance when they had accepted 
the (Jacobite) Patriarch of Antioch as the supreme head of their 
church. Today the Patriarch has revised his attitude to Chalcedon 
and its decrees and made a historic joint statement with the Pope. 
Chalcedon is no more the stumbling block that it was * The 
Orthodox Syrian church is now left in the lurch and they do not 
know how to react to this development, except to cling on to the 
anti-Chalcedoman position. What worries many members of the 
Orthodox Syrian church is that while their church had accepted 
every detail of the liturgical, historical, canonical and theological 
position of the Syrian Orthodox Patriarch of Antioch and still 
try to elmg on to those, the Patriarch himself is moving away 
from some of those positions. The Orthodox Syrian church 
while it has moved away from the Patriarch, dings on to all the 
theological and historical positions received through the Patriarch' 


(d) The status of the Patriarch has become another area 
of confusion for the Orthodox Syrians. While the Constitution of 
the Orthodox Syrian church in Kerala depicts the Patriarch of 


* Dr. Paulose Mar Gregory's church is barred from formal communion 

with the Great Eastern (Orthodox) Churches because of its anti-Chalcedonian 
position, thanks to their once-lauded now-repudiated Patriarchal affiliation 
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Antioch as the supreme head of their church, they do not recognize 
the present Patriarch (Ignatius Zaka I) as the duly constituted 
Patriarch of Antioch, All the Oriental churches, the Eastern 
Orthodox churches and the Catholic and Protcstent churches recog¬ 
nize Ignatius Zaka I as the Syrian Orthodox Patriarch of Antioch, 
but Dr. Paulose Gregorios and his church refuse to recognize him! 

(e) Peace is another area of confusion in Orthodox Syrian 
minds and the major credit for this, perhaps, goes to Dr. Paulose 
Gregorios, reportedly a leading light of the Moscow-inspired .World 
Peace Forums, While he and certain other Orthodox leaders in 
Kerala are constantly devising plans to solve the problems of nuclear 
and space wars, they do everything possible on earth to prevent a 
peaceful settlement of their disputes with their brethren of the 
Patriarch’s parly in Kerala! In fact the Orthodox are now trying to 
grab even the parish churches built up by the sweat and toil of gene¬ 
rations of people devoted to the Patriarch and where they continue 
to enjoy an overwhelming majority. They have initiated a new 
round of litigations for this. To some of the Orthodox Syrian 
leaders “peace** seems to have become an instrument of war, in the 
Orwellian sense! 

1 do not wish to add to this brief list of areas of confusion 
in the Orthodox Syrian church in Kerala today. All 1 want to 
suggest is that there may be compelling reasons prompting the 
members of the Orthodox Syrian church to re-think their church 
affiliation. If, in the process of their agonizing re-appraisal, they 
turn towards the Catholic Church, why blame them or the Catholic 
Church? The search for unity and meaning is everyman s concern. 
To heap abuses on the Catholic church or the Pope is only a P ]tl u 
effort to block such searches; it is bound to be a self-de eating 
exercise. 


Ill 

afism in India: 

rivvn inter- 

(a)- Dr. Paulose Gregorios has given India, 

tat ion of the history of the St. Thomas Cbnstians m Indja 

view is that the children of . st ' Th ^ J^ Iic church ^ 
il the 16th century when the uniat Roman ^ | were 

aosed in India”. It is true that the St. Thomas 








8 


undivided until the 16th century. It is also true that this undivided 
Church had used the East Syrian liturgy and had links with the church 
of Babylon and was in communion with Rome. The Portuguese, 
known to be under the Pope, were welcomed by the St. Thomas 
Christians and the parting of ways came only when the former 
pursued their Latinising efforts and began to interfere in the Internal 
administration of the local Church. At the historic Coonen Crosss 
the oath taken by the Syrians was not against the Pope as such but 

ISEf TaUliStS ” (that iS ’ the LaJin Jcsaits of St. Paul’s 

Subsequently the Carmelite missionaries had attempted the 
re-mtegration of St. Thomas Christians. If the Syrians had 
ten allowed to use their own litur S ya„dto be ruled by their own 
Bjshopt, the St Thomas Christians in India might have yet been one 
Many Syr.an Prelates had attempted to aehieve these aims, but in 
vam Mar Ivan,os, over half a century ago, was able to aehieve 
what many leaders of h,s church had earlier failed to aehieve 
There ,s clear evidence to show that he had started negotiation 
" 1 R °™ ,"T «“ concurrence of and on behalf of his brother 
b,shops and that they later resiled. The positive value of Mm 
Ivamos s v.s.on can be fully appreciated only against its historical 

Vatican II 

(b) “We were told”, sa y s Dr. Paulose r 
that Vatican II had taken a stand against receiving the OrthndT 
into the Catholic Church. Vatican II certain!v , , ° rthodox 
ciation of the patrimony of the Eastern Churches but ifa! ^ 
that "the one, holy, Catholic aad aposSta „STn 
Catholic Church. Nevertheless many elements n f ^ 

and of truth are found outside its visible confines Since' Ct ! ficatl0n 
gifts belonging to the Church of Christ thev are f>, ■ 1CSe are 

towards Catholic unity.the spirit stirs up d=“ e ° “f **•*!• 

al) of Christ's disciples in order tha, all may be united as ChrS 
ordained, in one flock under one shepherd ” 

Church). P d - (Decree on The 

Tlic Decree on Ecumenism contains these statements: 

’ .Spirit of Christ has not refrained from using them 

(the separated Churches) as means of salvation which derive their 
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efficacy from the very fulness of grace and truth entrusted to the 
Catholic Church’. 

‘Nevertheless our separated brethren, whether considered as 
individuals or as communities and Churches, are not blessed with 
that unity which Jesus Christ wished,..,. ...that unity which the 
Holy Scriptures and the ancientTradhion of the Church proclaims. 

(Decree on Ecumenism. Ch* 1. 3) 

It is true that in the ecumenical quest for oneness, the accent 
is on the re-integration of churches, but there cannot be any regula¬ 
tion forbidding the people of God to act according to their con vie- 
tion and consccienee in their church affiliation. Vatican II has 
said nothing meant to prevent anyone who in good conscience 
seeks the privilege of communion in the Catholic Church. 

Tile following quotation contains the Conciliar view; 

“However It is evident that the work of preparing and recon- 
oiling those individuals who wish for full Catholic communion 
^ of its nature distinct from ecumenical action. But there is no 
opposition between the two, since both proceed from the marvellous 
ways of God.” 

(Decree on Ecumenism,* Ch. 1 ■ 4) 

IV 


The Ethiopian Connection: 

The major part of the Star of the East editorial is devoted 
to allegations of Catholic misdeeds in Ethiopia* Some allegation 
are relayed, with approval, through quotations front an *tnopian 
church news paper. The main points raised by Dr. Paulose Grego. 
nos a bout the present are: 


ne present Pope encourages sheep-sredims 
< as lle has done in India); the appointment of a Cardmal in tff 
r ali Catholic Church there proves this. The cardmalate wa 
an honour to the despicable activity of prosclytism.’ 









10 


“The Roman Catholic Church is “passionately opposed” to the pre¬ 
sent revolutionary regime in Ethiopia, but at the same time they 
are giving massive aid to the famine-stricken people of Ethiopia 
and their motive, of course, must be proselytism.” 


Dr. Paulose Gregorios has first-hand knowledge of Ethiopia be¬ 
cause he was formerly a devoted secretary of His Imperial Majesty 
Hade Selasse, although now he is “passionately” supportive of the 
new revolutionary government. One can understand his dislike 
for the Ethiopian Catholics and their Cardinal, but whv does he 
and those o( his thinking oppose famine relief in Ethiopia’ 


Let us look at another revealing report on Ethiopia from a 
well-known writer Prof. Paul Johnson- “Most pathetic case 
of all, perhaps, is Ethiopia, the only African country to retain its 
Christianity from Antiquity, the last monarchy to fall victim to 
colonialism, the first to have its independence restored- A stranue 
colourful primitive and vulnerable survival from the pre-modern 
world. There was considerable freedom, and some progress 
under the old Emperor Haile Selasse, who survived until 1974’ 
when the Soviets caused him to be smothered to death,and installed 
a puppet Marxist regune in his place. The worst that could be 
said of the old Empheror s censorship is that he cut the death scene 
of King Duncen from performances of Macbeth after Ms fS 
Shakespeare was not performed at all. Now ten years later 
Ethiopia is stricken by civil and external wars and is enduring the worst 
famine in its history, created at least in pan by the deliberate decisions 
of its Marxist rulers-thus.following the tradition of Lenin and Stalin 
who used the famine-weapon to destroy their internal enemies 
Soviet air-craft are employed to bomb the refugees'from the 
famine-stricken areas . 


Prof. Paul Johnson’s comments will probably heln us to 
understand the real reason why Dr. Paulose Gregorios an ardent 
supporter of the Ethiopian Marxist regime, i 5 opposed^ famine- 
relief in Ethiopia. 


♦ Oxford scholar, social historian, editor for J5 years of the ■ ■ 

British weekly, The New Statesman, in an article in Truth an 
nary Journal of Christian Thought, U.S.A,, vol J, 1 " -discipli* 
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fa) Tempting the Catholicos: 

The Star of the East explains that the jarring note in the 
Welcome Address to the Pope was partly due to a “painful episode 
in which three Roman Catholic bishops had tried to persuade the 
Catholicos to join the Roman Catholic Church/ 1 There is little 
that is objectionable in the Orthodox minutes of this meeting 
given in the Star of the East; the comments tagged to it, however, 
seem vicious. 

The editorial in the Star of the East gives a highly dramatised 
and deliberately distorted version of the meeting of three Catholic 
Bishops with Orthodox church leaders in Kottayam. The initiative 
lor this get-together was taken by Fr.Nirappel who was the convener 
of the St. Thomas Ecumenical church set up at Nilackal. (T 
editor's comment on Nilackal shows his prejudice. He says Fr. 
Nirappd had “discovered” the stone cross at Nilackal anti t 
that this had led to “communal riots” in Kerala. It is true that 
certain R.S.S, leaders had made some provocative statements 
about Nilackal, but there were no communal riots at alh _ ie 
positive side of Nilackal is that for the first time in history the 
Bishops of all Episcopal churches came together to dedicate 
church, which is jointly owned by all the churches in Kej 1 * 
including the Orthodox Syrian church). Fr. Nirappel had clear y 
stated that the initiative for the meeting of Bishops was en 
his own, inspired by his Nilackal ecumenical experience, 
tlie Star of the East insists that he was doing it with the know e g 
of the Vatican and the Pope! The finale is the revelation ot in 
Star of the East that a tempting offer was made to t e a _ ( 0 f 
directly, through the words of Bishop Kuriakose Kunnas ^ ^ ^ 

the Knanaya Catholic Diocese) who said, “.. c qnd join 

Malabar church have no objection to dissolve our rJ ^ Thomas 
the Orthodox church. Then, if the Lord wills, all o us * 

Syrian Christians will have one head and one Churcn i 
hnj, obviously, is a highly personalized vision. EvtR 1 cause pain 
Bishop had made such a proposal, what is there in 
to anyone? * ■ f the 

Carhour^ ath °i ic Rish °P s gone to the meeting a* was secured 

bv Accor ding to Dr. Paulose Gregorios Catholicos- 

Elen ' t^ ra PP e l by taking for a ride both the Cathoh these venerable 

nr(S;V The moral ^ that when Dr. Gregorios is away, 

P ciatcs are exposed to Roman Catholic machinations* 
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It is rather strange that such a candid expression of hope 
made openly m the presence of seven Orthodox Bishops and three 
Orthodox theologians, should be interpreted as an attempt to 
make the Cathohcos a Roman Catholic. Moreover the Catholic 
side had proposed that the matter might be discussed by the general 
assembly of the Orthodox Synan church. After all, the Catholicos’s 
Address to the Pope speaks of the “deep yearning for the unity" 
that was lost. The Star of the Hast also states that “the Catholicos 
was always of the opinion that all Christians who belonged to the 
St. Thomas tradition should rediscover their lost unity ” If then 
an idea is broached that in recovering that unity, the Orthodox 
Syrian church could play a pivotal role and that all St Till! 
Christians i„ india coaid, if the Lord sviiis htlh d .nd^Z 

head, what ,s wrong w.lh that? Trnly, the Catholie Bishop's offer 
was very dose to self-emptying. I s m h „ °"° r 

sp,„t of ecumenism? It ts now known that the Catholicos himself 
had no misgivings about this meeting; nor was he pained bv anyZn 
said on the occasion. Why should such an open consultation e^”e 
pain to Dr, Paulose Gregorios or someone else? They will have 

;!= rcfei Hr 

that someone else calls the tune by remote control and Unorthodox 
Syrian piper obligingly produces a Jarring note! 

(b) “Pope of Kottayam”: 

Dr. Paulose Gregorios surpasses himself witl-, w ■ , 
of the Pope’s parting words to the Catholicos As hi erP r rCtall0n 
leave of the Catholicos, the Pope turned to him ^ H ^ takmg 
to have said,“I am the Pope of Rome, you are the Pope of 
This was no Parthian shot, but a good-humoured compliment 
At least most people understood it that way. [f howev P „ on , 
tried to find any mischievous intent in it, it could pe!Tp S b e see,! 
as a wry comment on the Cathohcos’s effort to equate his own small 
church with the Catholic Church. The equation between the Ortho 
dox Syrian church and the Catholic Church (the Pope might seem 
to imply) is as the small town of Kottayam is to the “eternal” citv 
of Rome! Metropolitan Gregorios, however, chooses to discover 
a sinister design in the Pope’s words. According to him, the Pope 
was enticing the Catholicos by offereing to elevate him to a position 
in India equal in dignity to that of the Pope. What a propensity 


9 
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for misinterpretation! It is odd that the Pope should make 
such an epoch-making offer so casually! Further, if the Pope 
had any intention of “tempting” the Catholicos, he would surely 
have yielded to the pressing request of the Catholicos that the 
Pope should meet him at the Catholicos’s residence. Dr. Paulose 
Gregorios, too, had tried in vain to make such a visit possible. 

On the basis of his own twisted interpretation, the editor of 
the Star of the East gleefully asks, “Is Pope John Paul II, then, a 
shepherd-stealer?” The disingenuous interpretation of the Pope’s 
words by the Editor and the obnoxious question attached to it, 
surely show a sixth sense which (as Coleridge said about a brash and 
brazen critic) is very far from common sense! It is both painfu 
and astonishing that brilliance and narrowness can sit in uneasy 
conjunction in high ecumenical places. 


Note: ' Frankly, I am not happy with the polemical note m thi 
article, but I felt that that was necessary to set t lie recr 
straight. This, however, is a first reaction. 1 am wi B 
to enter into an extended ecumenical debate on t ie 
raised in this.) 


Rev. Dr 


C.A. Abraham. 












